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State to investigate weedkiller use at Messalonskee Lake

By Matt Hongoltz-HetlingMHongoltzHetling@mainetoday.com
MaineToday Media

OAKLAND — The state's pesticides control board is expected to launch an investigation today into the
spraying of a weedkiller on a dam on Messalonskee Lake.

Ed Pearl, a former director of Friends of Messalonskee Lake, said that he was driving past the dam on the
north end of the lake Friday afternoon when he saw a man spraying a liquid in a blue tank sprayer on
weeds growing out of the dam's boards.

"I'd say more was probably going in the water than was going on the weeds," Pearl said.

Pearl said that the man appeared to be working on behalf of the company that owned the dam, and he had
keys to a fence and outbuilding on the dam.

The dam is owned by Essex Hydro Associates, of Boston, according to records at the town office.
Two calls to Essex Hydro Associates were not returned Monday.

Pearl said he reported the incident to the Oakland Police Department and to the Maine Board of Pesticides
Control.

The danger to humans was unclear, but the waterway is important to the area as a recreational area and
contains fish that residents eat, Pearl said.

"There are a fair amount of trout in that area. There are people that kayak in it. There are people that swim
it in. It goes into the Kennebec River."

Ray Connors, of the state's Pesticides Control Board, said Pearl's complaint triggers an investigation by
the state, during which Pearl, the person who applied the substance and the dam owner probably would
be interviewed.

"Complaints are a priority," Connors said. "Whenever possible, the BPC tries to respond to complaints the
same day they are received."

Connors said the board's inspector was taking care of another case Monday, when the complaint was
made, but probably would initiate his investigation today.

In addition, the site could be tested for physical evidence of the substance sprayed.

"The determination of whether or not to sample will be based in large part on the information obtained
through the follow-up inspection process,"” Connors said.

The investigation and resolution process usually is completed within a year, Connors said, although more
involved cases can take several years.
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Messalonskee Stream Hydro under investigation for pesticide use

By Matt Hongoltz-HetlingMHongoltzHetling@mainetoday.com
MaineToday Media

OAKLAND -- The company that owns the dam on Messalonskee Lake is working with the state's pesticide
control board to determine whether the recent application of a weedkiller was in compliance with the law.

Ray Connors of the Maine Board of Pesticides Control said that the investigation started Tuesday, and
could include testing of the site.

Dick Norman, of Messalonskee Stream Hydro, which owns the dam, said on Tuesday, "At this point, if there
is an issue that comes up like this, you indicate what's happened and let them take a look."

On Friday, resident Ed Pearl saw a man spraying weedkiller on plants growing in boards used to impound
water on the north end of the lake. He filed a complaint with the Maine Board of Pesticides Control on
Monday, triggering the investigation.

Norman, who also said he contacted the board Monday after an employee told him about the spraying,
wouldn't discuss the details while the investigation was ongoing. He added that the company follows state
and federal laws regarding pesticide use.

"We are a very heavily regulated industry, and we abide by the laws," Norman said.

Messalonskee Stream Hydro, an affiliate of Essex Hydro Associates, of Boston, owns three projects in the
Kennebec River system, and the Benton Falls dam on the Sebasticook River.

Norman said that the company has been a leader in promoting environmental practices, and pointed to
innovative designs that allow fish to migrate over the dams as an example.
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Messalonskee dam owner faces penalty for toxic spray

State investigating use of weed killer, may levy fine against company

By Matt Hongoltz-HetlingMHongoltzHetling@mainetoday.com
MaineToday Media

OAKLAND -- The company that owns Messalonskee Dam will face a penalty from the state after an
employee was caught spraying a toxic weed killer in and around the water.

The amount of the herbicide Durazone sprayed Aug. 3 by an employee of Essex Hydro Associates, the
parent company of Messalonskee Stream Hydro, was small, according to Maine's Board of Pesticides
Control. Durazone in large amounts can cause severed effects in humans and animals.

Henry Jennings, the board's director, said the tiny amounts of toxin detected after the spraying were
unlikely to have any meaningful environmental consequences. He said the net effect was putting a half-
ounce of herbicide into the lake. "It's going to quickly get below the biologically active level," he said.

Durazone, sold by Bayer, kills a wide variety of plants, and contains the active ingredients indaziflam,
diquat dibromide and glyphosate isopropylamine salt. Its label warns it's toxic to plants, fish and other
aquatic animals. The National Pesticide Information Center says prolonged or extreme exposure by
humans can cause severe health effects in humans, from shedding fingernails to spontaneous late-term
abortions.

"To protect the environment, do not allow pesticide to enter or run off into storm drains, drainage ditches,
gutters or surface waters," its label reads.

Jennings said that chemical warning labels are legal documents that applicators are federally required to
comply with.

The Board of Pesticides has one full-time investigator and four seasonal investigators, who together
handle about 600 investigations a year, Jennings said. Because of the high volume of cases handled by
the small staff of the board it could take months to determine what the penalty will be.

"We're confident that some enforcement is appropriate, but we haven't arrived at exactly what that would
be," Jennings said. "Clearly education is a part of it. The company needs to have a better understanding of
the applicable laws."

Jennings said Essex Hydro Associates is cooperating and the incident appears to be isolated.

Oakland resident Ed Pearl, a former director of Friends of Messalonskee Lake, was driving by the dam
when he saw the man spraying Durazone on plants growing in spillway boards used to impound water on
the north end of the lake. He confronted the man and later filed a complaint with the state board, triggering
the investigation.

While most are routine inspections of places where pesticides are used commercially, Jennings said that
the board also responds to about 100 complaints every year.



"We rely on the public to be our eyes and ears," he said.

Messalonskee Stream Hydro also owns three projects in the Kennebec River system and the Benton Falls
dam on the Sebasticook River.

If the company has to pay a fine, the money goes to the state's general fund. Jennings said that helps
ensure that the enforcement agency doesn't benefit by assessing high fines.

Matt Hongoltz-Hetling -- 861-9287

mhhetling@centralmaine.com
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Pesticides Control Board Investigating Herbicide
Spray at Messalonskee Dam

by Catherine Pegram - Read more Local News

Oakland - State officials says the company that owns
Messalonskee River dam is facing anything from a
warning to a fine after an employee sprayed toxic
weed killer around the water.

Maine's Board of Pesticides Control is investigating
the incident from August.

The board's director says a man in Oakland noticed

an employee of Essex Hydro spraying the herbicide Andersen m

Durazone on a spillway board of the dam.
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We're told the worker stopped and the net result was
about a half-ounce of herbicide spread in the area, ellsworth

which was not enough to result in any environmental area
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Officials say it could take a few months for the
investigation to be complete and a penalty

determined.
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Natural Foodie: Food-fight fallout may drift over Maine

By Avery Yale Kamilaakamila@mainetoday.com
Staff Writer

A multimillion-dollar referendum food fight is heating up in California, where citizens have secured a ballot
guestion asking voters if they want foods that contain genetically engineered ingredients to be labeled.
Should the citizens' initiative succeed at the ballot box, experts say the impact will be felt across the
nation, including here in Maine.

click image to enlarge

May contain genetically engineered ingredients? Companies that include Ocean Spray, Hormel, Coca-
Cola, PepsiCo, McCormick, Hershey’s, Kellogg's, Morton Salt and ConAgra Foods have donated millions
of dollars to defeat a California referendum that would require foods containing genetically engineered
foods to be labeled.

Gordon Chibroski/Staff Photographer

Select images available for purchase in the
Maine Today Photo Store

WHAT CALIFORNIANS WILL SEE ON THE BALLOT

GENETICALLY ENGINEERED FOODS. LABELING. INITIATIVE STATUTE. Requires labeling of food
sold to consumers made from plants or animals with genetic material changed in specific ways. Prohibits
marketing such food, or other processed food, as "natural." Provides exemptions.

A YES VOTE MEANS: Genetically engineered foods sold in California would have to be specifically
labeled as being genetically engineered.

A NO VOTE MEANS: Genetically engineered foods sold in California would continue not to have specific
labeling requirements.

FISCAL IMPACT: Increased annual state costs from a few hundred thousand to over $1 million to regulate
the labeling of genetically engineered foods. Additional, but likely not significant, governmental costs to



address violations under the measure.

"I think it will have implications nationally and for Maine," said Mark Lapping, distinguished professor of
public policy at the Muskie School of Public Service at the University of Southern Maine in Portland. "The
best comparison | can provide is the Texas school board when it chooses textbooks."

Those choices influence the material printed in textbooks for the rest of the country because the Texas
market is so huge. Likewise, if food manufacturers are forced to label foods that contain genetically
engineered ingredients in California, the same labels are bound to show up on store shelves across the
country.

"California is a big enough state that when they pass something like this it's more economical to have one
label," said Mario Teisl, an economics professor at the University of Maine in Orono, where he's conducted
research on consumer attitudes about labeling genetically engineered food. "If Maine passed this they'd
just ignore us, most likely."

Demonstrating the importance they place on the ballot issue, multinational food and chemical companies
have ponied up $25 million to fight the initiative, with political strategists predicting the contributions could
soar as high as $50 million before the November election. Supporters have only raised $2 million.

Donations to defeat the referendum come from familiar household brands, such as Kellogg's, Hershey's,
PepsiCo, Coca-Cola, Ocean Spray, Hormel, McCormick, ConAgra Foods and Morton Salt; and from top
chemical firms, including Monsanto, Dupont and Dow. All the companies fighting the initiative have a
financial stake in the battle, either producing genetically modified seeds and related pesticides (whose use
has risen since the introduction of genetically altered crops) or presumably using genetically engineered
ingredients in their foods.

SURVEY SAYS

The reason agribusiness companies are worried is because the majority of Americans favor labeling and
are wary of genetically engineered food.

Teisl's research, conducted nationally in 2002, found that 85 percent of respondents wanted genetically
engineered food to be labeled. In Maine, his research found that 87 percent of respondents wanted these
same labels.

More recent national polling has found an even higher percentage of Americans in favor of labeling
genetically engineered food. Last year, an MSNBC poll found 90 percent of respondents supportive of
labeling, while an ABC News poll put the figure at 93 percent.

A national survey conducted in April by the Mellman Group for a nonprofit in favor of labeling genetically
engineered food found a similar percentage of Americans supported it. The poll also found that only 25
percent of respondents felt genetically engineered foods are "basically safe."

It's these sort of numbers that have prompted multinational companies to pour such large amounts of cash
into the fight to defeat the California labeling initiative.

A poll conducted in California in July by the California Business Roundtable and Pepperdine University,
showed 64.9 percent of respondents supported the referendum and 23.9 percent opposed it. The
decrease in support from national polls likely reflects the opposition's media blitz on the issue.

One person in Maine closely watching the outcome of the California vote is potato seed farmer Jim
Gerritsen, who heads the Organic Seed Growers and Trade Association.

The national organic farmers organization is currently embroiled in a federal legal battle with Monsanto, a



leading producer of genetically engineered seeds and the top campaign donor to the effort to defeat the
California labeling referendum. The farmers' lawsuit challenges Monsanto's seed patents and seeks
blanket protection from patent infringement lawsuits should organic crops become contaminated by
Monsanto's genetically altered plants.

"The biotech industry is the only industry | know of that is so ashamed of its products that it's afraid of the
American public finding out what's in them,” Gerritsen said. "In a democracy, everybody benefits when
there is a free flow of information. When you deny that information, there is a dysfunction in the economy."

Teisl said his research shows that the longer the period of time consumers are exposed to a particular
food ingredient, such as genetically-engineered ingredients, the less resistant they are to consuming it. He
said the industry may have avoided such consumer suspicion and political battles had it opted to market
its genetically engineered food from the get-go.

The Grocery Manufacturers Association estimates that more than 70 percent of processed foods sold
today contain genetically-engineered ingredients. These genetically-modified foods first appeared in
grocery stores in 1994 and their presence has steadily increased since then.

"Today if a person feels strongly about genetically modified food and wants to avoid it, they really have to
buy certified organic food," said John Jemison, who is a cooperative extension professor at the University
of Maine.

By law, certified organic food cannot contain genetically engineered ingredients.
LABELS OR LAWSUITS

Should voters approve the referendum, don't expect to see new labels sprouting up on Coke bottles or
Corn Flakes boxes anytime soon.

"They've made such a big deal of it, they would look like fools if they didn't challenge it in the courts," said
Lapping.

As with any legal challenge, this could likely drag on for years. But should the referendum survive its day
in court, then food manufacturers would face a choice between labeling or reformulating their products.
However, removing genetically modified ingredients may prove difficult in the short term.

"l think the pervasiveness of Monsanto's GMOs in the Corn Belt is so great that it's going to be very, very
hard to reformulate anything that contains corn," Lapping said.

Most corn, soy, canola and sugar beets grown today are genetically engineered.

If they can't source ingredients that aren't genetically engineered, food manufacturers would be forced to
adopt labels.

Lapping suspects that rather than adding clear labels that say something like "This product contains
genetically engineered ingredients,” food processors will try to obscure the fact in an avalanche of
information.

"They'll probably provide so much information that it's not the ease of accessing information that the
supporters of (the referendum) want. It will be in very technical language,” said Lapping.

Teisl predicts that the new label information could offend consumers initially, but might not change long-
term buying habits.



"If all of sudden a boatload of products have GM labels stuck on them, everyone is going to be shocked
and disgusted, but what are they going to do?" Teisl asked. "Will they stop eating it? People will probably
ignore it in the long run, that would be my guess.

"The fact that they've been eating it and didn't know about it, means that some people will react and be
really mad," Teisl said. "The more you hide it, the more likely that people are really going to react.”

MAINE'S NATURAL ADVANTAGE

Maine companies have long traded on the state's pristine image. Because Maine's agricultural sector is
comprised of relatively small farms (compared to other parts of the country) and a robust organic industry,
the state's food producers could gain a marketing advantage in a post-labeling world.

Even one of Maine's largest agricultural crops -- potatoes -- is free of genetically engineered traits. While a
gene-altered potato was introduced more than a decade ago, it never took hold because major firms such
as McDonald's announced that they didn't want genetically engineered french fries. This caused the
market for genetically engineered potatoes to instantly dry up.

"One of the many things that the food sector in Maine has is this sense of small-scale, clean, chemical-free
agriculture," Lapping at the Muskie School said. "I think that becomes a very useful marketing device."

He pointed to Oakhurst Dairy's successful battle against Monsanto over its advertising claim that its milk is
free of genetically engineered growth hormones.

"That became a very important marketing device that Oakhurst was able to employ,” Lapping said.
"They've secured a real niche in the marketplace."

Many other Maine food companies could find a similar niche if genetically engineered foods are forced to
bear labels.

As Jemison at Cooperative Extension said, "in some ways (genetically engineered labeling) could help
these alternative, smaller industries we're trying to build in Maine."

Staff Writer Avery Yale Kamila can be contacted at 791-6297 or at: akamila@pressherald.com

Twitter: AveryYaleKamila
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Maine potato farmers anticipate stunted crop

July and August have left Maine cheated of its typical rainfall, which may result in fewer
and smaller spuds.

By Edward D. Murphyemurphy@mainetoday.com
Staff Writer

Last summer, Maine potato farmers were dealt too much rain, which led to blight and rot.

click image to enlarge

Matt Porter of Presque Isle stands in one of his potato fields. Porter says many of his potatoes are
undersized because of lack of rain for the last two months.

Photos by Gabe Souza/Staff Photographer
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Porter displays the small-sized current crop of russets compared with a more typical size he’d expect to
see by late August.
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This year, the farmers are struggling with the opposite extreme: too little rain, which is stunting the
potatoes' growth and will hit farmers' wallets hard this fall.

Like the corn crop in the Midwest, Maine potatoes are withering, but they're underground and out of sight,
so how poorly they're doing is a bit of a guessing game.

The crop, most of which will be harvested this month, is expected to be smaller than normal, both in total
yield and the sizes of individual potatoes. And that means not only fewer potatoes to sell, but also a loss of
premiums -- bonuses that processors pay for potatoes that are larger or heavier than normal and are
particularly attractive to french fry producers.

Those premiums are the key to a profitable season.

"We won't get any of those bonuses," lamented Matt Porter, who farms about 700 acres on plots between
Washburn and Presque Isle and said he expects that, at best, he will break even this year.

Porter's not alone in fretting over the crop. Farmers all across Aroostook County, particularly the southern
part of the county, are preparing for a poor harvest when they begin pulling potatoes from the ground next
month.

June was wetter than normal and so far, the rainfall for the year is actually running a little ahead of
average, said meteorologist Rich Norton of the National Weather Service's Caribou office.

But just 1.73 inches of rain fell in July, less than half the average, he said. And into the last week of
August, only about 2 inches had fallen for the month, and the average for the month is more than 3 inches.

Farmers also note the rain has been particularly spotty, with some areas missing out entirely when
showers have moved through. For instance, in July, when Caribou reported 1.73 inches of rain, a
University of Maine gauge in Presque Isle -- only about 15 miles away -- recorded just 0.4 inches.

The timing of the lack of rain was critical, with July and August being the time that most potatoes bulk up.

Russet Burbank potatoes -- the variety prized by potato processors -- go through about 0.2 inches of water
a day, said Steven Johnson, a crop specialist with the University of Maine Cooperative Extension. Without



that vital moisture, some plants die and those that survive produce smaller potatoes.

Bruce Flewelling, of Flewelling Farms in Easton, said he lost about 200 of his 900 acres of potatoes to the
drought and unusual warmth.

"They just burned up, dried up,” Flewelling said.

Last year's rain caused some potatoes to rot in the warehouses, he said. This year's dry weather means
warehouses won't be as full.

"It's a one-two punch,” Flewelling said. "It's just one extreme to another and, boy, that's rough."”

Flewelling said he has irrigation on about 25 percent of his crop and that helped save fields he was able to
water. He hopes to add irrigation for another 100 acres before next summer, but doesn't have access to
enough water to go beyond that.

Porter said irrigation is expensive. He notes that the federal government provides some financial help, but
only to upgrade inefficient irrigation systems, not for installing new ones.

To be eligible, he noted with a laugh, he'd have to put in an inefficient system and then wait five years to
apply for aid to pay for a more efficient one. So he relies on Mother Nature, who hasn't been too reliable
lately.

Gregory Porter, a professor in the University of Maine's department of plant, soil, and environmental
sciences and -- this being close-knit Aroostook County -- Matt Porter's uncle, said no more than 25 percent
to 30 percent of Maine's potato fields are irrigated, either because of cost or a lack of access to adequate
water.

He noted that the lack of rain, ironically, will result in pretty good quality potatoes, but that won't offset the
low yields and small sizes.

Size matters to farmers because processors pay more for potatoes that weigh more than 10 ounces, said
Dana Wright, executive director of the Presque Isle-based Agricultural Bargaining Council, which
represents about 80 growers in negotiating contracts with processors -- primarily McCain Foods, which
has a large plant in Easton.

The growers also get premiums for potatoes that are free from defects, are particularly dense or are whiter
than average, Wright said.

The dry weather "will affect the size profile and, of course, the size profile dictates yield," Wright said.

He said the 10-ounce threshold will be difficult to meet for many farmers, although he doesn't want to give
up hope that they may be able to get some late-season growth if it rains in September.

Potatoes that don't earn a premium bring low prices from processors.

Wright said the contracts with processors mean run-of-the-mill potatoes often fetch less than the going
price for table potatoes -- the kind that find their way to supermarket produce sections.

The current contract with the processors calls for a median price of $10.40 for 100 pounds. That's for
potatoes that are pulled from warehouses in April, the halfway point of the storage season, and meet five-
year averages on a range of quality measures. The last two years, that's been less than the price for table
potatoes, he said.



Wright said that even in the best of times, potato farming is a gamble that can pay very well, but is more
often than not a losing bet.

He noted that red table potatoes were hot last year, getting $30 for 100 pounds. This year, when farmers
reacted by planting more red potatoes, the price is down to about $3 for 100 pounds.

Many farmers prefer to sell to processors because they have a better handle on what they'll earn, rather
than being subject to the vagaries of the market, Wright said. But this year will likely show that even with a
guaranteed buyer, the business involves a little luck.

"If you get a perfect storm on that contract, you can make a lot of money," he said. "And if you don't get a
perfect storm, you either break even or you don't make any money."

Matt Porter said he, like many farmers, plans to "push™ his Russet Burbanks and harvest them later. The
potato is normally among the last varieties to be harvested anyway and the farmers hope another week or
two will boost the size.

"We're going to let our potatoes grow for a little bit and take some risks," he said.

But it's no sure thing. Early October rains don't evaporate as quickly or as completely as those in July and
August, so potatoes harvested after a rain are likely to be wet. And potatoes that are wet when they go
into storage can rot.

A hard frost can also damage the potatoes, so delaying the harvest increases the possibility of exposing
the spuds to freezes.

Johnson, the Cooperative Extension crop specialist, said delaying the harvest probably isn't worth it.

Potatoes just don't grow much in September, he said, and even some additional rain -- and rain that's not
too much and not too close to harvest -- isn't likely to make a difference

"l do not see a rapid recovery," Johnson said. "They're not going to really bulk up," and the downside risks
are pretty steep.

Even an inch of rain a week would fall short of the Russet Burbank's normal needs, he noted.

Matt Porter noted that he, like most farmers, buys crop insurance, which covers some of the shortfall if the
fields fail to produce.

But, he said, that only averts a disaster and doesn't really substitute for a solid crop.
"That's not the answer for paying all the bills out at the end of the year," he said.
Staff Writer Edward D. Murphy can be contacted at 791-6465 or at:

emurphy@pressherald.com
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Response from the Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry

October 1, 2012
Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry

AUGUSTA, Maine -- The Maine Department of Agriculture, Conservation and Forestry (ACF) responded today to inaccuracies outlined in a
scorecard released by the Maine Conservation Voters. “A Report Card to the People of Maine” is not a factual representation of the efforts of
ACF to improve Maine’s environment and natural resources.

“Governor LePage’s leadership in merging the departments of Conservation and Agriculture puts the sustainable use of farm, forest and
recreation resources in the best position to utilize scarce public dollars,” said ACF Commissioner Walter Whitcomb. “Unlike all the previous
governors who tried to merge natural-resources depar